The State of Utah v. Arthur Gary Bishop : Unknown by Utah Supreme Court
Brigham Young University Law School
BYU Law Digital Commons
Utah Supreme Court Briefs
1991
The State of Utah v. Arthur Gary Bishop :
Unknown
Utah Supreme Court
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.law.byu.edu/byu_sc1
Part of the Law Commons
Original Brief Submitted to the Utah Supreme Court; digitized by the Howard W. Hunter Law
Library, J. Reuben Clark Law School, Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah; machine-generated
OCR, may contain errors.
David L. Wilkinson; attorney general; attorney for resopndent.
Jo Carol Nesset-Sale; Curtis C. Nesset; Salt Lake Legal Defender Assoc.; attorneys for appellant.
This Legal Brief is brought to you for free and open access by BYU Law Digital Commons. It has been accepted for inclusion in Utah Supreme Court
Briefs by an authorized administrator of BYU Law Digital Commons. Policies regarding these Utah briefs are available at
http://digitalcommons.law.byu.edu/utah_court_briefs/policies.html. Please contact the Repository Manager at hunterlawlibrary@byu.edu with
questions or feedback.
Recommended Citation
Legal Brief, Utah v. Bishop, No. 919907.00 (Utah Supreme Court, 1991).
https://digitalcommons.law.byu.edu/byu_sc1/3972
'v5.9 THF: ATTORNEY GENERAL 
7 ffl^O'T' STATE OF UTAH 
DAVID L. WILKINSON' 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 
AIL M. TINKKR 
EPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
\ U . I N VV. .JKNSKN 
>licitor General 
I I . I JAMT. KVANS. C n u - r 
jman Resources Division 
JSAl.DS. ( • O I J . M A S . ( H I K I 
ivsicai Resources Division 
June 13 , 1986 STKf'HKN G. SCHW HNDIMAN. C H I K F Tax & Business Regulation Division 
F A U L F . D O M l ' S . C H I E F 
Governmental AfFairs Division 
P A l ' I . M . WARNFR. C H I K F 
Litigation Division 
Mr. Geoffrey J. Butler 
Clerk of the Utah Supreme Court 
332 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 
Re: State v. Bishop, Case No. 19907 
Dear Mr. Butler: 
I wish to c i t e to the Court two addit ional author i t i e s 
in support of arguments presented in the S t a t e ' s brief in ££ai£ 
Vt Bishop. The case of Lockhart v. McCree, U.S. , 106 
S.Ct. 1758 (1986), supports the argument contained in Point III 
(Brief of Respondent at 31) that death-qua l i f i ca t ion of the jury 
i s c o n s t i t u t i o n a l . The d i scuss ion in Model Penal Code, § 210.3 
commentary at 44-73 (Off ic ia l Draft and Revised Comments 1980) of 
manslaughter and the Code's adoption of the "extreme mental or 
emotional disturbance" language for that crime i s supportive of 
the S t a t e ' s argument in Point XVIII (Brief of Respondent at 110) 
that the mental disorders r e l i e d upon by defendant at t r i a l did 
not f a l l within the scope of Utah Code Ann. § 76-5-205(1) (b) 
(Supp. 1984) (amended 1985) . 
This supplemental authority i s submitted pursuant to 
Utah R. App. P. 24(j) (1985). 
S incere ly , 
DAVID B. THOMPSON p 
Ass i s tant Attorney General 
Governmental Affairs Divis ion 
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cc: Jo Carol Nesset-Sale 
Curtis C. Nesset JUNI 3 79RB 
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